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Agri-environment schemes remain a controversial approach to reversing biodiversity 26 losses, partly because the drivers of variation in outcomes are poorly understood. In 27 particular, there is a lack of studies that consider both social and ecological factors. agri-environment schemes in enhancing biodiversity (Kleijn et al. 2006; Batary et al. 2010b) . 65 It is clear that well-designed and well-managed options can benefit target taxa. For 66 example, Pywell et al. (2012) found that options designed for birds, bees or plants had 67 increased richness and abundance of both rare and common species. Baker et al. (2012) 68 showed positive effects of options providing winter seed resources on granivorous bird Some options seem to work less well than others. Pywell et al. (2012) 
Results

269
The ELS strips were successful in that they had more target species and resources than the 270 paired control (crop) strips. (Table 1) . Bumblebees, butterflies and birds were more 285 abundant and diverse in strips which had more abundant and diverse flowers or a greater 286 seed mass (Fig. 1) , and in strips which were more sheltered. richness in the NFM strips well (R 2 ≤ 0.06), and no variable had high importance (Table 2) .
305
Models for flower number and seed weight performed better. According to these, more 306 experienced farmers produced strips with more resources (Fig. 2) to understand the role of farmers in achieving agri-environmental success.
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The agri-environmental prescriptions were supported by the importance of the abundance Jarratt (2012) Flower number Experience
